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Editorial 


As a new year begins, there is much room for debate about the 
successes and failures of the anti-fascist movement in 1977. Lewisham 
and Thameside demonstrated a new militancy (and in some respects 
a new unity), but, on the other hand, the National Front continues 
to be successful in the polling booths, and may well improve its 
position in certain areas next May. 

But even if we have not yet beaten the Fascists on the streets, 
there should be no doubt that we have fought and won a vital 
propaganda battle over the last 12 months. The anti-fascist movement 
has the right to be proud of itself, because it has managed to convince 
large numbers of people that the National Front are Nazis. 

Just think back. Twelve — even six months ago, the NF were still 
regarded by the press and the politicians as merely an anti-immigration 
pressure group. Some, like Martin Walker of the Guardian, viewed 
them as a working-class protest party, and claimed that to think of 
them as Fascists was silly. Walker’s views had wide currency within 
the press and in the political arena. 

Now that looks like changing. In the last two months, people 
from all walks of life have stood up and called the Front Fascists. 
The Labour Party in their Political Broadcast and many leading 
churchmen are the two most obvious examples. But much of the 
national press have taken this line as well. The News of the World has 
run two front-page articles on the Fascist Front, and even such 
notoriously right-wing cartoonists as Cummings of the Express and 
Jak of the London Evening Standard have pictured NF supporters 
festooned with swastikas and other Nazi regalia. 

Two things should be said about this change in the attitude held 
towards the NF. The first is that it is vitally important. The NF, 
despite their increasingly strident anti-semitic and pro-Nazi com- 
ments, are still desperately concerned to deny their Fascist con- 
nections. They are constantly writing to the press on this theme, and 
put a lengthy and expensive leaflet round Leicester last May denying 
any connections with National-Socialism. 

The second thing that should be said is that this change of attitude 
by press, politicians and the churchs did not just come about. It was 


‘brought about. It was brought about by people who have been 


slaving away for years to bring it about, in anti-fascist committees, in 
trade councils, in trade union branches, in local Labour Parties, and 
(let us give our own trumpet a slight toot) in journals like Searchlight. 
The information about the Nazi pasts, criminal convictions, present 
activities and ideology of the National Front did not drop off the 
trees. It was discovered through patient and sometimes dangerous 
research by dedicated people, and it has been propagated through 
anti-fascist and anti-racist organisations that have often put them- 
selves at risk in so doing. 

It would be foolishly optimistic to look forward to the next year 
without grave concern. The National Front’s strength in certain 
areas — and their growing support among youth — is alarming. The 
irresponsibility of certain television programmes in giving them 
uncritical support may have set back the propaganda struggle against 
them. It would also be short-sighted to deny that there is much work 
still to be done in forging an efficient, effective and united anti- 
fascist Movement in this country. 

But the Movement can — and should — be proud of its achieve- 
ments. For there would not have been an anti-NF Labour Party 
political broadcast, there would not have been anti-fascist protests 
by churchmen, there would not have been an Anti-Nazi League with 
growing support across the political and professional spectrum, if it 
had not been for the unsung labours of those who saw the dangers 
and set themselves to work against them years ago, in anti-fascist and 
anti-racist work up and down the land. 

Happy new year, to anti-fascists every where. 


A PARTY POLITICAL BROADCAST? 
‘ THE —_ 


KENNEDY- 
WEBSTER 
INTERVIEW 


Anti-fascists have always asserted that it is impossible for the media to treat the National Front ‘‘objectively” and not help their 
cause thereby. The interview by Ludovic Kennedy of NF Activities Organiser Martin Webster (Tonight programme, 19 December) 
was a potent example of the truth of this assertion. 

1) By treating Webster and the NF in the same way as he would treat any other interviewee — even down to the polite “Mr 
Webster, thank you very much” — Kennedy gave the Front the credibility of being equivalent to any other political party. We 
believe that the NF is not equivalent to other political tendencies (even those with which we may fundamentally and militantly 
disagree), in that it is a quasi-criminal organisation, based on deceit and fired by race-hatred. To treat it “objectively” is not to take 
a neutral stand on its policies, but to support them, precisely by implying that they are views that can and indeed should be debated 
seriously. 

2) By not subjecting him even to the kind of probing questions that major-party politicians would expect in a television inter- 
view, Kennedy allowed Webster to get away with evasions, half-truths and often downright lies about his own history and the 
policies and activities of the Front. We can only conclude that Kennedy was either irresponsibly ignorant or deliberately reticent in 





his questioning. 


This interview was a special case, in that it was obviously the BBC’s granting the NF a right of reply to the Labour Party’s anti- 
Front broadcast (despite the BBC’s denial that such a right would be granted) and at substantially greater length. In addition, it 
may be that the style of the Webster interview will set a precedent for future treatment of the National Front on Television. 

We view this with such concern that we have decided to print a full transcript of the Kennedy interview, particularly in order to 
demonstrate how Kennedy allowed Webster to present an untruthfully flattering portrait of himself and the Front. The transcript 
itself is in normal type. The passages in italics, all based on available, public information, are what Kennedy could have, should 
have, and did not say in reply to the lies of Martin Webster. 


Kennedy: Mr Webster, why do you think 
it is that so many people in this country, 
both white and black, abhor everything 
that the National Front stands for? 


Webster: There are an awful lot of people 
who very much dislike the National 
Front. I would say that there are also a 
very large and growing number of people 
who support us, so as far as those people 
who dislike us are concerned, they 
are committed to a variety of political 
ideologies, principal among these I would 
say would be Marxism, who have a view 
of the world, a view of history, which is 
so very different to ours, that they feel 
provoked by our total contradiction of 
their point of view. 

Webster's first answer is an extraordinary 
assertion. The way to counter it would 
have been to inquire what the NF’s view 
of the world is and then to ask if Webster 
seriously argues that only Marxists 
disagree with it. In fact, Webster himself 
defines his world-view (later in the inter- 
view) as believing that racial differences 
are so great that apartheid is the only 
workable political system, so Kennedy’s 
task would not have been difficult. In 
fact, Kennedy lets Webster off the hook 
by allowing him to retract: 


Kennedy: Yow’re not suggesting though, 


that everybody in the country who dis- 
likes the National Front are Marxists? 
Webster: Not at all. But I think that the 
Marxist view of the world on a number of 
fundamental matters is influenced through 
Marxist infiltration of the academy, of 
the media, Marxist thought on a number 
of fundamental issues has influence people 
even where they don’t necessarily realise 
it. And I think that the Marxist influence 
in our society is very very strong, and 
they have the ability and the media to 
be able to wind up hostility to their 
enemies. 


Webster’s answer to Kennedy's obvious 
question is interesting in two ways. First 
of all, he is not being quite honest in 
retracting his first answer. The NF do in 
fact argue that most of the people who 
actively oppose them are Marxists. As 
NF Chairman John Tyndall told the 
1976 Front AGM: “The Labour Party’s 
Communist. The Liberals are nearly 
Communist. The unions are nearly 
Communist. The Universities are prac- 
tically Communist. The broadcasting 
services and the press are riddled with 
Reds”. Kennedy might have had some 
fun getting Webster to justify these 
amazing ideas. 

Second, by the use of words like 


“influence” and infiltration” Webster is 
referring, obliquely, to the NF’s Con- 
spiracy Theory of history, and the idea 
that Communism is part of an “Inter- 
national Zionist” conspiracy against the 
white races. Kennedy could well have 
asked Webster at this point if he agreed 
with his Chairman’s statement (in Spear- 
head, March 1976) that “it is an in- 
contestable fact that Communism, both 
as doctrine and revolutionary movement, 
owes more to the “ews than to any other 
race . . . the Russian Revolution was 
financed mainly by Jewish bankers’’. 
However, Kennedy did not ask that 
question. He changed the subject. 


Kennedy: Now, a recent Labour Party 
political broadcast made a very forthright 
attack on the National Front, and it’s 
been suggested that that has been wel- 
comed by the Front as giving them 
unexpected publicity. What is your view 
on that? 

Webster: Well that’s a ‘Yes’ and ‘No’ 
answer to that obviously. We think 
that the broadcast contained so many 
hysterical attacks that it was an over- 
kill and it tripped over itself. And the 
spectacle of the Labour Party tripping 
over itself attacking in its parliamentary 
broadcast a party which as yet hasn’t got 
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a single MP is something ridiculous for 
them, and beneficial for us. 


Kennedy: What was said in that broadcast 
that you would say was not true? 


Webster: Basically the suggestion that we 
are a Nazi totalitarian organisation, which 
if it came to power would prohibit 
all opposition, would not allow other 
political parties to operate and that we 
would treat minority ethnic groups prior 
to their repatriation from this country in 
an inhuman way, in the manner of 
National Socialist Germany. 


Kennedy had a golden opportunity 
here. He could have asked a number of 
questions, about the NF’s published 
attitudes to Nazi Germany, or indeed 
about the “humaneness” of their re- 
patriation plans. At the very least, he 
could have asked about the NF’s attitude 
to democracy, and inquired if Webster 
agreed with the Spearhead statement 
that “great public issues should be 
decided by the wise and informed few 
rather than the ignorant and short-sighted 
mass” (January 1970). He could have 
asked if Webster went along with a more 
recent Spearhead article (October 1976) 
which asserted that “the task of the 
Government is to govern. Not to spend 
valuable endless hours in debate with 
their political opponents”. He might also 
have asked whether Webster concurred 
with John Tyndall when he told the 
Observer (4 July 1976): 


“We are of course committed to Par- 
liament, but not necessarily to its 
present structure. At the moment the 
right of opposition means that you put 
so many hundreds in there to govern, 
then so many hundreds in there to 
stop them governing . . . I wouldn’t 
allow candidates to stand as party 
members . . . I’d have elections only 
every eight or ten years.” 


Kennedy might then have tried to 
glean Webster’s view of Tyndall’s state- 


ment that “The democratic idea has no 
great moral superiority . . . Dictatorships 


are often the best thing” (same article), 
and also of Bradford NF leader Jim 
Merrick’s comment that “I don’t object 
a bit if you call me a Fascist. This country 
need a_ right-wing dictatorship’? (New 
Stateman 30 July 1976). 

Kennedy did not, however, ask any of 
these questions, but went on: 


Kennedy: Well it says you see, you are 
reported as saying the National Front is a 
racialist party, but doesn’t incite racial 
_ hatred. Where is the difference? 

Webster: Well I think the difference is 
this: That we believe that there are 
fundamental differences between the 
races, and we believe that these differences 
are inherited, whereas the Marxist point 
of view is that people are what they are as 
a result of their socio-economic environ- 
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ment. We believe that if human society 
is to be properly organised for the benefit 
of everybody concerned, then the fact of 
racial difference must be taken into 
account in the plans which you make for 
organising society. 

Having listened to Webster avoiding the 
question, Kennedy does, to do him 
justice, interrupt Webster at this point. 
However, his interruption would have 
been a great deal more effective if he had 
been more specific. He could, for instance, 
have asked Webster if he (like John 
Tyndall) was “very proud” when Robert 
Relf joined the Front, particularly in view 
of Relf’s letter to an Asian immigrant 
which contained phrases like “you 
bloated black pig”, “filthy black scum”, 
“you stinking fat bastard’’, and also the 
following paragraph: 


“If I had my way I would do the state 
and the other hard-working English- 
men a favour by putting a rope around 
your fat slimy neck and stringing you 
up to the nearest lamp-post.”” 


He might then have asked Webster if 
he agreed with Relf’s P.S: “Come back 
Hitler all is forgiven”. 


Kennedy: Could I just interrupt you 
there, on this thing of racial hatred. Isn’t 
there an assumption by many people that 
the National Front does encourage race 
hatred and this does attract many of the 
people who support you, whether what- 
ever you Say is true or not? 

Webster: 1 think that an awful lot of 
people living in areas of multi-racial 
squalor are motivated by hatred. I think 
that’s true. But I think that if you examine 
the environment in which those sort of 
people have to live, then you would 
understand the reason for their strong 
feelings. 


There is a nice little irony here: half a 
minute before, Webster rejects the idea 
that “people are what they are as a result 
of their socio-economic environment”. 
Now he is justifying racial hatred on 
environmental grounds. Kennedy misses 
this, and Webster goes on: 

Webster: But nonetheless, our position is 
that multi-racial societies don’t work, and 
that in the interests of all concerned it is 
better that there is racial separation, and 
that we don’t — 

Kennedy: Apartheid? 

Webster: Yes. We don’t believe there is 
anywhere in the world where the multi- 
racial experiment has been tried is there a 
productive and happy society. We believe 
that multi-racialism creates racial hatred, 
that’s our point. 

Kennedy: What about South America, 
Buenos Aires, it works very well there, 
does it not? 

Webster: Well the societies in South 
America really are they not a sort of 
standing joke with revolutions in many 
of these places every five minutes, and 
where you have an ethnic elite ruling 
often tyranically a multi-racial lumpen 
proletariat, and I wouldn’t point out 
South America as an example of multi- 
racial bliss at all. 

Kennedy’s Argentinian example clearly 
leaves the door wide open for Webster. 
This is odd, because there is another 
South American multi-racial society that 
Kennedy could have posited, one in 
which racial harmony demonstrably exists, 
and also, one which demonstrates that 
racial hatred is caused by economic 
disparities rather than by anything 
inherent or biological. This country is 
Cuba. Having allowed Webster to trample 
all over him, Kennedy once again changes 
the subject. 





Kennedy: Would you deny that among 
your supporters are a number of toughs 
which whether you recruit them I don’t 
know, who really do dislike the blacks? 


Webster: There are tough people in the 
National Front, there are tough people 
in every political party. I think the 
element of the so-called tough image has 
come over in recent months with our 
marches say at Lewisham and other areas, 
where we have been attacked by very 
large numbers of people throwing bricks 
and bottles and indeed attacking the 
police before we even form up. And if we 
are to maintain our right of assembly and 
our right to free speech, we are grateful 
to have on our marches people who are 
able to physically defend us from attack. 


Webster is being a little circumspect here. 
Aside from the large numbers of NF 
supporters who have been convicted of 
criminal violence (for example, see 
below), Kennedy could at least have 
asked Webster about Tyndall’s comment 
on football hooligans: “If there are young 
people who are tough and combative 
today, even violent, they are much better 
than young men who go to beauty 
parlours” (Sunday Telegraph, 13 Novem- 
ber 1977), or indeed, about Webster's 
own remark on Panorama that ‘‘there’s 
alot you can do with a soccer hooligan”. 

Kennedy: But you are saying yourself 
that there are no circumstances in which 
you would — apart from self-defence — 
condone violence or intimidation towards 
black people? 

Webster: Members of the National Front 
who engage in aggressive activities as 
opposed to defensive activities, where 
such activities happen, they are disciplined 
and depending on the severity of the 
offence they are expelled from our Party. 





Here, of course, Kennedy could have had 
a heyday. For a start, he could have asked 
Webster about his own unprovoked and 
aggressive assault on President Kenyatta 
(for which Webster was jailed). Then he 
could have mentioned Carl Kukla, jailed 
for actual bodily violence in early 1975. 
Far from disciplining Kukla, the NF 
actually ran an appeal for him in Spear- 
head (May 1975). Kennedy might then 
have asked about Yorkshire NF Chair- 
man George Wright, convicted of smashing 
the windows of black organisations in 
Bradford (Wright resigned as Chairman, 
but is still a Front member). Kennedy 
might finally have asked Webster about 
Brian Hosie, a Glasgow NF member, who 
shot and killed a West Indian at point- 
blank range. Hosie’s self-defensive com- 
ment was: “‘Niggers are nothing to me. 
It’s just like shooting a dog, niggers make 
good fertilizers”. 

Kennedy, however, just changes the 
subject again. 


Kennedy: Mr Webster, may I ask you a 
personal question. It has been reported 
that at one time you were a Nazi? 
Webster: Yes, that’s true. 

Kennedy: May | ask you why became a 
Nazi? 

Webster: Yes. It was in 1962. I was 19 
at the time and I attended — I was then 
a member of the League of Empire 
Loyalists and I had been forbidden by 
that organisation to go to a rally in 
Trafalgar Square held by the National 
Socialist Movement, and I saw a large 
crowd of people, many of them Com- 
munists, attacking the people on the 
platform. At that time I didn’t know an 
awful lot what the National Socialist 
Movement stood for. But I helped them 
drive these people off the plinth, who 


were attacking them, there were only 17 
people on the plinth, and I got photo- 
graphed doing that, and because I got 
photographed doing that, Mr Chesterton 
who ultimately became the first chairman 
of the National Front expelled me from 
the League of Empire Loyalists, and in a 
sense therefore that expulsion left me 
with no political home to go to, so I 
became involved with the National 
Socialist Movement as a 19 year old, but 
I resigned before my 21st birthday. 

It’s outrageous that Kennedy lets Webster 
get away with this. For a start, Webster 
successfully gives the impression that he 
“didn’t know an awful lot” about the 
NSM throughout his period with them. 
This is just nonsense. Webster was per- 
fectly au fait with Hitlerism when he 
wrote his 1962 article Why 1 am a Nazi, 
in which he said: “The only man who 
defeated Jew-Communism in his own 
country and nearly throughout the world 
was Adolf Hitler... Not a day goes past 
without some act of stupidity by the 
Jews and their allies coming to light — 
acts of foolishness brought on by the chill 
north wind flaunting the swastika-banner 
in the sky”. (See page 7 for full article). 

Second, Webster gives the impression 
that he stopped being a Nazi when he left 
the NSM in 1963. In fact, Webster co- 
founded the Greater Britain Movement, 
of which he was a leading member from 
1964 till its merger with the Front in 
1967. The GBM was an openly Nazi 
organisation, again dedicated to the 
destruction of “Jew-Communism”, whose 
politicies also included the following: 

“For the protection of British blood, 

racial laws will be enacted forbidding 

marriage between Britons and non- 

Aryans. Medical measures will be 

taken to prevent procreation on the 

part of all those who have hereditary 
defects, either racial, mental or physi- 
cal.”’ 

Either Kennedy has done no home- 
work at all, or he is deliberately allowing 
Webster to mislead the viewers. However, 
it gets worse: 


Kennedy: As a former Nazi, what is your | 
opinion of Hitler? 

Webster: My opinion of Hitler is that he 
was to begin with possibly a German 
patriot, but in the war and the circum- 
stances that the war produced he resorted 
to more and more brutal techniques 
which in my opinion destroyed ultimately 
the very cause of patriotism and dis- 
credited possibly the very cause of 
patriotism that originally perhaps he set 
out to promote, and many people in the 
early days of that — people like Winston 
Churchill and Lloyd George said very 
complimentary things about him, and it is 
only in hindsight, in the later days of the 
war, that we learned an awful lot of 
things that were of course totally dis- 
credited him. 
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Once again, it is unbelievable that Kennedy 
leaves this answer alone. The obvious 
question is: When did Hitler stop being 
a “German Patriot?” In 1934, when he 
murdered thousands of his own supporters 
in the Night of the Long Knives? In 1933, 
when he banned the opposition and 
abolished the trade unions? Between 
1928 and 1933, when his stormtroopers 
terrorised trade unionists, socialists and 
Jews? In 1925, when he wrote the 
violently anti-semitic and anti-democratic 
Mein Kampf? In 1924, when he tried to 
overthrow the Bavarian Government by 
force in the Bierkeller putsch? 

The fact, of course, is that the NF 
think that Hitler was always a “patriot” 
The first chairman of the NF, A.K. 
Chesterton, wrote in his book The New 
Unhappy Lords that had Hitler succeeded, 
he would “have conferred on mankind 
the greatest gift since Prometheus stole 
the fire from heaven”. Spearhead (June 
1977) parised Hitler as “the saviour of 
Germany from Communism, if not the 
whole world”. And Tyndall told a rally in 
November 1976: ‘The last war was 
fought for International Zionism and 
only they benefitted”’. 


Kennedy: You would utterly condemn 
then his persecution, murder of the Jews? 


Webster: Of course. 


Webster is lying here. The NF does not 
condemn the persecution of the Jews. In 
December 1976, Tyndall wrote: 


“I do not condemn a national govern- 
ment taking action to reduce the 
power and influence ofa racial minority 
within the State if that power and 
influence appear to be excessive and to 
operate against the national interest.”’ 


Furthermore, far from condemning 
the murder of the Jews, the NF denies 
that any murders took place. In July 
1976, Spearhead stated that the death 
camps were “a tissue of lies’’, “allegations 
manufactured from the persistent propa- 
ganda of the World Jewish Congress”. 
Kennedy ignores all this, and lets Webster 
change the subject: 


Webster: And this is I think coming back 
to an earlier question which I think you 
raised the point which needs to be 
differentiated between our racialism and 
racial hatred. We simply wish to preserve 
the British people and national. That 
doesn’t automatically — it doesn’t auto- 
matically follow therefore that because 
we wish to preserve our own people we 
wish to persecute or exterminate other 
peoples. There are only fifty-four million 
Britons, there are hundreds of millions of 
Africans and Asians of all sorts and we 
feel that the living room pressure of 
Afro-Asia against the minority of white 
people throughout the world is such 
that unless the white people take steps 
positively to defend themselves they are 
going to disappear. 
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At this point, Kennedy could well have 


quoted Webster’s rather more aggressive 
comments in a July 1975 article, when he 
said: “The job of our British Nationalist 
Movement is to... . take the leading role 
in that final racial battle’. However, 
Kennedy moves on to repatriation, and 
once again allows Webster to run rings 
round him: 

Kennedy: Well you have a plan which 
you have already mentioned to me. This 
comes out of your policy document — of 
advising the repatriation — I‘m quoting 
now — by the most humane means 
possible of those coloured immigrant 
already here, together with their descen- 
dants and dependants. How many people 
is that? 

Webster: Well we estimate that there are 
at least four million black people in this 
country — 

Kennedy: You want them all to go home? 

Webster: We do. 


Kennedy: \s that — quite apart from a 
morality think which many people would 
find very shocking — is that remotely 
feasible? 

Kennedy allows Webster to wriggle out 
of this by being unspecific. Instead of 
merely asking if repatriation is “feasible”, 
Kennedy should have exposed the NF’s 
stated plans for black people awaiting 
deportation. According to its GLC 
election handouts, the NF intends to 
“remove all immigrants from council 
house waiting lists and from GLC mort- 
gage application lists’, to “put our old 
folk first before immigrants in welfare”, 


‘and to educate black children “separately 


from our own children”. According to 
the NF’s Statement of Policy, which 
Kennedy was holding in his hand, whites 





should have “prior claim” to all “welfare, 
housing and education facilities”. The NF 
also believe in putting “Britons first in 
jobs”. In short, if the NF were to achieve 
power, there would be “four million” 
(a nonsense figure, of course) black 
people without houses, jobs, schools or 
even the basic means of existence provided 
by the welfare services. This would 
inevitably mean herding black people into 
camps to await deportation. The probable 
consequences of this are horrific enough 
even if black people were prepared to 
accept it. The fact that Kennedy does not. 
go into the ghastly practicalities of the 
NF’s plans allows Webster deftly to 
divert him: 


Webster: I think it is. You see, the first 
thing is that we have to establish whether 
or not there is a precedent acceptable 
within international law post-Second 
World War for such repatriation, and of 
course there is with the India-Ceylon 
Agreement. 

Kennedy: Of course many of these 
people are now British citizens. 

Webster: Well in the case of Ceylon, the 
Tamil minority were Sri-Lankan citizens, 
but the United Nations studied the 
problem as I understand it they reported 
to the Indian and Celanese Governments 
that there wasn’t going to be any kind of 
a harmonious situation in Ceylon until 
large numbers of the Tamil minority were 
repatriated. And under the India-Ceylon 
Agreement, which is accepted in Inter- 
national Law, they are progressively and 
compulsorily being repatriated. 


Webster's argument here is false on a 
number of levels. For a start, obviously, 
the fact that one country behaves in a 
certain way does not necessarily imply 


WHY I AM A NAZI 


By MARTIN WEBSTER 


EYER since I left school I have been an active nationalist. The story of 
how and why I became a convinced Nazi is similar to stories many of 
my N.S.M. comrades could tell. 


On leaving school I felt the urge 
to fight to make Britain truly great 
again. Not wishing to earn the 
‘stigma’ of being called ‘ Fascist,’ 
I joined a small but vociferous im- 
perialistic-conservative organisation. 
At first I felt nicely suited for the 
organisation was 100 per cent. 
nationalist and it was ‘ respectable.’ 

Within a short while I became 
one of the most active members of 
this movement. My activity, in the 
main, consisted of heckling at meet- 
ings, (we never held any of our own) 
and throwing bags of flour and en- 
trails at subversives. In between 
participation in these pranks I had 
the opportunity of getting to know 
some of the senior members of the 
organisation who filled in the gaps 
in my political and historical educa- 


tion. 
After nearly three years of enjoy- 


able pranksterism and _ political 
awakening I was forced to realise 
these facts: 

a The general public did not take 
our activities seriously, there- 
fore the cause for which we 
stood was ridiculed. 

b The movement had not grown 
stronger over the years for its 
members were not bound to- 
gether by the discipline of an 
ideology and were not driven 
on by the will to win. 

c The backbone of all the sub- 
versive movements in our land 
were militant Jews and Com- 
munists who were disciplined 
and who had the will to win. 


It becaine obvious that if I really 
wanted Britain to win through I and 
young men like me would have to 
join a movement which could ideo- 
logically and, in the future, physic- 
ally smash the Red Front and Jewry. 

There were three choices open to 
me in 1962: Union Movement, a re- 
formed British National Party and 
the three month old N.S.M. 





MARTIN WEBSTER, Leader of 
London “A” Section, shield win- 
ners for top team sales of this paper. 


Union Movement was a waste of 
time. All Mosley seemed interested 
in doing in his twilight years was 
earning himself a respectable obitu- 
ary in The Times. 

I gave sympathetic consideration 
to what John Bean had to say on 
behalf of the B.N.P., despite the fact 
that I felt most of his membership 
were little more than a bunch of 
down-and-outs who, if it. were not 
for the presence of blacks in the 
country, would find refuge in the 
left-wing of the Labour Party. 

After visits to the Headquarters 
of the N.S.M. I became convinced 
of the correctness of the Nazi ideo- 
logy. I accepted the point that the 
only man who defeated Jew-Com- 
munism in his own country and 
nearly throughout the world was 
Adolf Hitler. But I had to be con- 
vinced that Nazi tactics stood a 
chance of success in Britain today. 

I learned the answer to this prob- 
lem when I attended the historic 


‘Free Britain From Jewish Control’ 
Nazi rally in Trafalgar Square, July 
Ist, 1962. 

I expected to find the usual Sun- 
day afternoon attendance—a thou- 
sand or so disinterested observers 


with a sprinkling of noisy Ban-the- 
Bomb types. But such was not the 


case, 

Five thousand people packed 
themselves into the square. Six hun- 
dred hysterical Jew-Communists 
forced their way to the front of the 
crowd, shrieking hate. 

As the meeting progressed most of 
the crowd settled down and listened 
to what was being said. Sympathy 
for the message of Colin Jordan 
built up in proportion to the num- 
ber of frenzied Hither-Asiatics who 
were carted off frothing at the 
mouth. [ could quickly appreciate 
that the object of the meeting had 
been achieved. The sight of the 
swastika had goaded the sub- 
humanity of the East-End from 
under their stones and forced them 
to come out into the open and de- 
fend themselves as Jews—in the way 
that only Jews can, 

And | joined the struggle. 

My belief that only Nazi tactics 
have a chance of winning back 
Britain for the Britons has not 
grown weaker as the memory of 
that great meeting fades. Not a day 
goes past without some act ot 
stupidity by the Jews and their 
allies coming to light—aots of 
foolishness brought on by the chill 
North wind flaunting the swastika- 
banner in the sky. 

The Jewish Board of Deputies De- 
fence Committee quadrupled _ its 
budget to £80,000 per year as a re- 
sult of the work of barely a score of 
organised Nazis. Today, Colin 
Jordan is Leader of hundreds of 
Nazi front-fighters and unknown 
numbers of secret supporters. Active 
groups are springing up all over the 
country. Whole units of other 
‘ Right-Wing * organisations join us. 
In every White land in the world 
Nazi movements have been formed, 
and we join with them in the his- 
toric Nazi battle-cry: Victory Hail! 
—Sieg Heil! 


that it is thereby justifiable (or else Nazi 
Germany’s murder of the Jews would 
justify other countries doing the same, 
which may, come to think of it, be the 
National Front’s view of things). 

But even then Webster gets his facts 
hopelessly wrong. First, there are two 
groups of Tamils in Sri Lanka. The 
group who are presently opposing the 
government have been on ths island for 
thousands of years and there is no sug- 
gestion of “repatriating” them anywhere. 
The second group of Tamils, who are 
not involved in communal strife, were 
imported by the British to work on tea 
plantations. Contrary to Webster, they 
have never had Sri Lankan citizenship. 
Half have now been granted Indian 
citizenship, and are returning there. The 
other half, who are remaining, are now 
being made citizens of Sri Lanka. 

Kennedy obviously knows nothing 
about Sri Lanka, and so allows Webster 
to mislead people yet again. 


Kennedy: Well, as I said, apart from the 
morality of this proposal of yours, would 
not this be an invitation to the govern- 
ments of India, Pakistan and the West 





Indies to ship back to this country all 
the white people there who are British? 
Webster: That may well be so, but I 
think that it’s worth remembering that a 
little earlier this year the Indian Govern- 
ment passed a law saying that any persons 
of Indian ethnic origin regardless of 
whether or not they were born in India, 
would be welcomed back into India and 
have full Indian citizenship rather on the 
lines of the Israeli Law of Return. And'I 
think. that this is a straw in the wind that 
indicates that governments like India are 
recognising that there will have to be 
repatriation to resolve the racial problems 
in countries like Britain and indeed 
countries in Africa. 


Kennedy: Well, turning again to your 
policy document Mr Webster, you say 
that as a Nationalist Party the Front — 
and again I quote — respects the legitimate 
nationalism of other peoples. Now is that 
without exception? 

Webster: Without exception. 

Kennedy is about to make his only 
remotely probing comment. He could, 
however, have lingered a while on Web- 
ster’s implied acceptance of the idea that 


all races are equal if different. The NF in 
fact believe that blacks are not only 
different but also inferior. Spearhead 
editor Richard Verrall wrote an article 
about this in April 1976, accompanied 
by a nice little Nazi-style diagram of 
different shapes of human skull. 


Kennedy: Well what about the nationalist 
aspirations of the seven million blacks in 
Rhodesia, who aspire to the state of 
Zimbabwe? 

Webster: Well, we’re not talking about 
nations there. In Rhodesia — 

Kennedy: 1m sorry, I thought you were 
talking about nationalisms — 

Webster: That’s right, and what you have 
in Rhodesia is what you have in many 
other parts of Africa, not nationalism, 
because there was no Rhodesian national 
before the white man. Likewise there was 
no South African nation before the white 
man. What you have is tribal groups. And 
in South Africa for example, if you want 
to talk about nations you don’t have one 
nation in South Africa, you have seven. 
And each of those is going to have to be 
provided for. In Rhodesia you have the 
Matabele tribe and other tribes — 


Kennedy: | quite agree, but they want to 
make a black state as there has formerly 
been a white state in the same area. 


Webster: Are you talking about the mass 
of black people in Rhodesia or the power 
ambitions of a tiny political elite inside 
— and more importantly — outside 
Rhodesia. I don’t think you should con- 
fuse the will of the ordinary folls in 
Africa to whom words like ‘freedom’ 
‘nationalism’ and ‘politics’ have very little 
meaning, with the power ambitions of 
political leaders whose parties — whose 
political parties are based on_ tribal 
groupings, not a national grouping. 

As Kennedy could and should have 
pointed out here, there is clear support 
for majority rule among Zimbabwean 
blacks. This is obvious from the success 
of the liberation armies within the 
country. It was also proved by the 
Pearce Commission, who found that 
the black population overwhelmingly 
rejected the Douglas-Home/Smith “‘settle- 
ment” precisely because it did not grant 
majority rule. And, incidentally, what 
is “objective”’ Kennedy doing, “quite 
agreeing’”’ with Webster’s tribal theories? 


Kennedy: Well let’s turn to another 
country nearer home. What about Scot- 
land, does the National Front respect 
the nationalism of the Scottish National 
Party? 

Webster: Indeed, within the family of the 
British nation we believe that the ethnic 
pride and cultural traditions of the Welsh 
people and in Northern Ireland, should be 
encouraged and protected, more than it 
is now. 


Kennedy: But non-politically. 


Webster: We believe that the Scottish 
Nationalist and Welsh Nationalist develop- 
ments in recent years have come about as 
a result of bad central government. And 
we feel that good central government, 
giving Wales and Scotland and Northern 
Ireland proper pride of place within the 
family of the United Kingdom would 
resolve much of their complaints and also 
assuage their local sense of patriotism. 
“‘Assuage”’ is the right word. An article 
in Spearhead (July 1973), which (had he 
read it) Kennedy could have quoted, 
talked of militant Welsh nationalists as 
“sinister figures, filled with a venomous 
hatred of the English”. Even the cam- 
paign for bi-lingual roadsigns was “a 
major victory for the forces of anarchy”. 
The article goes on to say that “the 
National Front would know how to deal 
with them” (Welsh Nats) “once and for 
all’. A similarly-toned article on Scotland 
(March 1976) describes Scottish Nationa- 
lism as a plot by “Marxists, Trotskyites, 
multi-racialists, Internationalists  etc.””. 
The fact. of course, is that the Front are 
not interested in anyone’s “cultural 
traditions” except their own. And their 
traditions, of course, do not come from 
within the United Kingdom at all. 


Kennedy: Mr Webster, what else does the 
National Front have to offer? Apart from 
its racial policy? 

Webster: Most importantly we have to 
offer a view of the world which says that 
the nation and races are important and 
that the individuality of different nations 
is important. Today the Labour Party, 
the Conservative Party and the Liberal 
Party are each in their different ways 
committed to solving Britain’s problems 
by submerging British national sovereignty 
into supernational arrangements. In the 
Common Market, for example, we are 
losing our nationhood, we are losing our 
economic infra-structures, we are losing 
our capacity to stand up as a free nation. 
Kennedy: But the majority of people in 
this country voted for us to be in the 
Common Market. 

Webster: Only after we had been dragged 
in for two years by means of a trick, and 
after we were told by lying propagandists 
that there was no way of our getting out. 
I don’t think that we can regard the 
process whereby Britain was dragged into 
the Common Market was in any way fair 
or honourable or equitable. We offer the 
British people the chance for Britain to 
stand free and independent and not to 
become submerged as a country in some 
sort of European superstate, or worse as a 
tiny little hamlet in a world tyranny. 

With his reference to “world tyranny”, 
Webster gives Kennedy the chance to 
probe the core of NF ideology, the idea, 
as Tyndall put it (Spearhead, March 
1976), that “‘there is a Jewish Conspiracy 
for World Power”. Kennedy ignores this 
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opportunity, and indeed, chooses to hint 
that the NF are somehow to the Left, in 
their desire to leave NATO (in fact, they 
regard NATO as yet another tool of 
the Jewish Conspiracy, along with the 
Common Market, the IMF, the United 
Nations, Uncle T. Cobley et al). 


Kennedy: Well, taking that point up, you 
also I understand advocate that Britain 
should withdraw from NATO. Well now 
if every country in NATO were to do 
that, where would the defence of Europe 
be? 

Webster: Well I think the defence of 
France has been very much enhanced 
following the separation of France’s 
armed forces from the control of American 
generals. We wish to re-negotiate a 
defence arrangement with European 
nations whereby the European nations 
defend themselves on their own behalf 
and are not simply an appendage of 
American global super politics. And we 
think that France is better defended and 
stronger militarily now than she was 
when fully tied up with NATO. 

With the phrase “American global super 
politics”, Webster is again referring 
to the Jewish Conspiracy Theory, as 
anyone who has done any research on the 
National Front will immediately spot. 
Kennedy doesn't, and sails on: 


Kennedy: Now you also want us to with- 
draw from the United Nations, to end 
free trade and put on import controls, it 
seems to me, Mr Webster, reading all your 
policy document here, that you want us 
to as it were completely isolate ourselves 
from the world, from an increasingly 
international world and really to become 
Little Britishers. 


Webster: No. I don’t think that’s true at ~ 
all. What we want to do is separate our- 
selves from a number of international 
power machines that have been set up, 
which have as their sole purpose the 
destruction, and elimination of Britain 
and other independent nationsas vehicles 
for defending their respective peoples. We 
don’t believe that the United Nations or 
the International Monetary Fund or any 
of these international bodies really secure 
the best interests of the British people. 
They have a global view, they have an 
international view, and we are patriots, 
and we want Britain — our small nation 
— our small island — to be free and 
independent. 

Kennedy: Many people would say this is 
putting the clock back. 

Webster: No, we think we are more 
progressive because the kind of world — 
the kind of world government tyranny 
which the internationalists have in mind, 
I think would put the world back not just 
for the British, but for everybody, back 
into the Dark Ages of tyranny. 

It is almost as if Webster wants Kennedy 
to ask him about the conspiracy theory. 
For the third time, and most obviously 
(with the phrase “world government 
tyranny”) Webster gives Kennedy the 
chance to expose the NF’s classic Nazi 
ideology. One would have thought that 
Kennedy might have asked Webster what 
he meant out of mere curiosity. But no, 
Kennedy decides instead to give Webster 
a juicy quote, to encourage him on to the 
big rhetorical finish: : 
Kennedy: Mr Webster, let me ask you this 
lastly. One leading churchman recently 
described the activities of the National 
Front as “a murky stream drawing upon 
poisonous waters and polluting the life 
of the nation” and I would think probably 
many people would agree with him. What 
is your comment on that? 

Webster: Well my feeling is that in that 
interview with you the other week he 
admitted that he was a campaigning 
member of the Labour Party, and I 
think that he was speaking his political 
rather than his properly and decently 
based religious opinions, and I think the 
answer to him will given by hundreds of 
thousands of National Front voters at the 
next general election. 

Kennedy: Mr Webster, thank you very 
much. 


Webster: Thank you. 


We think that we have demonstrated 
quite clearly that Kennedy missed every 
opportunity that Webster gave him to nail 
the politics and history of the National 
Front. As we have said, there are only 
two possible explanations. Either Kennedy 
was appallingly under-briefed, or he was 
told to lay off Webster, and deliberately 
chose to give him free rein. 
The question remains: Why? 


POLICE TALK 


Searchlight has frequently criticised 
the attitudes and actions of some 
members of the police force towards 
Blacks, Asians and _anti-fascists. 
Many people and organisations have 
noted and complained about what 
seems to be a partiality by the 
police towards the National Front 
on recent demonstrations, and 
indeed even on much localised 
activities as erasing racist slogans, 
when there seems tc be great 
difficulty in arresting those who 
put the offensive comments up but 
remarkable ease in charging anti- 
racists for obliterating them. 

Not all those in the police force 
should be covered by a blanket 
condemnation however, to do so 
would make it even more difficult 
for those members of the police 
force who are concerned about 
many of their colleagues attitudes, 
and who need all the encouragement 
and support they can get. 

In the November 1977 issue of 
Police, the monthly magazine of 
the Police Federation, there was an 
interesting item in the Dogberry 
column which we feel is worh 
reproducing. 

“The National Front has a habit 
of boasting about the occupations 
of some of its recruits. A smattering 
of clergymen, prison officers and 
such link adds a bit of respectability 
to the party. It is understandable 
that the Milton Keynes branch 
should rush to inform the press 
that one of its newest members is a 


local policeman. A force spokesman 
is quoted as saying that membership 
of a political party by a police 
officer does not contravene police 
regulations. I beg to differ but 
agree that there is room for agree- 
ment as to whether party member- 
ship amounts to take an ‘active’ 
part in politics. I just wonder how a 
policeman who has taken the 
Constables oath of Office can 
belong to an organisation which 
would deny the rights of citizen- 
ship to countless thousands simply 
because of their skin pigmentation.” 


Those sentiments could and 
should have been’ those of 
Durham’s Chief Constable Mr 
Arthur Puckering, who took it 


upon himself to invite the National 
Front’s activities organiser, Martin 
Webster, to lecture on “Law and 
Order’ to a group of 20 high 
ranking officers from Durham 
Northumberland, Cumbria and 
Cleveland, during a four day 
seminar at Police headquarters. 

Following furious protests in 
the Durham area Chief Constable 
Puckering defended his decision: 
“You may think I was very wrong 
but in my view you learn more of 
public disorder sometimes from the 
people who contribute most towards 
it: 

“TI deplore the suggestion that 
there was any political bias or 
aspect of a cover-up. There are 
courses of all sorts being held at 
this police headquarters. 


“My view is that police are com 
pletely non-political. There involve- 
ment is to provide law and order.” 

This was not good enough for 
the members of the Durham Police 
Committee who were angry, to say 
the least, over the invitation to 
Front leader Webster. 

Coun. Derek Bates demanded to 
know ‘‘what possible good could be 
learned from such as organisation as 
the National Front speaking in this 
area? What for instance could be 
learned that we don’t already know? 
It amazes me that a person like 
Martin Webster could be invited.” 

Coun. Gordon said: ‘‘Martin 
Webster has caused more trouble 
than anyone with his connivences. 
To ask such a person when he has 
causes so much destruction in this 
country is deplorable. It leaves a 
bad taste.” 

The committee chairman Coun. 
Fishburn issued a strongly worded 
statement condemning the invita- 
tion: “On behalf of the authority 
I deplore the bringing of this person 
to the county. My idea of the 
National Front is that instead of 
trying to create law and order they 
create disorder. 

“T was never informed about this 
and if I had been informed this man 
would not have come. The Chief 
Constable has the right to arrange 
his seminars and invite speakers but 
as elected representatives we should 
be told when anything of this 
nature happens.” 





NATIONAL FRONTS 
DOUBLE STANDARDS 


On November 6 last year, George 
Wright the former Yorkshire 
regional chairman of the National 
Front along with two others went 
on a window smashing rampage 
that landed him in court. Amongst 
the premises attacked were the 
Bradford CRC, Bradford Left Club, 
Union Taxis and two shops owned 
by Asians. 

As a result of these ‘activities’ 
Wright received a £200 fine. 


Bradford Telegraph reporter Dave 


Behren followed the court casé up 


with some shrewd observations that 
are worth repeating. 

“George Wright’s conviction 
comes after months of campaigning, 
led by him, for the return of law 
and order. 

“The campaign has been spear- 
headed by firm statements that the 
NF is opposed to violence and that 
clashes at its demonstrations have 
been started by rival groups. 

“And Wright is himself on record 
as saying that ‘law and order should 
be “rigidly enforced”’.’ 


“Party leaders announced 
recently: “The Front is a legitimate 
Political Party with a fell election 
platform. 

“We are not a collection of 
Fascists.” 

“But only weeks after the 
statement Wright — one of the 
party’s most senior members — was 
charged with window smashing. 

“His conviction echoes the double 
standards that exist in the Party, 
anti-Fascist campaigners were saying 
after the trial.” 


_ 


More Documents from the U.S.A 


Within the last few weeks Search- 
light has received a number of 
documents from the United States 
that once again show that the 
pro-Nazi and Ku Klux Klan organi- 
sations regard the National Front 
and its journal Spearhead as part of 
the world fascist movement. 

One document, a leaflet, has an 
advertisement for the extreme 
racist paper Thunderbolt on one 
side, and on the other a eulogy toa 
particularly obnoxious rabid anti- 
semite Joseph Dilys. He is photo- 
graphed selling Thunderbolt and 
with a poster suspended round his 
neck which in the top right hand 
corner has the Stars and Stripes 
with the word Hitler inscribed 
on it. 

The lower half of the leaflet 
carries the names and addresses of 
some 34 mainly pre-Nazi and KKK 
organisations and listed amongst 
them are two from Britain. British 
Patriot Publications of the Nazi 
British Movement and Spearhead 
journal of the National Front. 

Another document headed Pro- 
tocol For World Conquest is a 
vicious anti-semitic fabrication and 
in case the text isn’t obnoxious 
enough it is overstamped with 
further racist crudities. The sender, 
Joseph Dilys, has written the 
following message in German around 
the edges: “Damned filthy pig — 
Bloody Rabbi — he should be shot! 


What should be done with Jewish 
idiots?” 

Once more we must point out 
that the list of contacts is not 
something from the distant past, 
nor can they be described as 
“vouthful indiscretions’, they are 
quite firmly the associates of 1978. 
The Front’s leadership, as has often 
been pointed out, was involved in 


the National Socialist Movement in 
the 1960s prior to the formation of 


the NF. Searchlight has shown 
consistently that those associations 
have never ceased and are very 
much in evidence today. 

Other material received includes 
leaflets from the Young National 
Socialist Corp which is of interest 
because it is a parallel development 
to the Young National Front, and 
the similarity of their slogans and 
aims are self evident. 


They include the following: 

“Against Race Mixing — Com- 
munism in schools — school system 
that brain washes in white self hate. 

For an all White America — 
Radical revolution against the ene- 
mies of the White Race — Comrade- 
ship of all White Youth. 

The NF Youth campaign: 

Against Red teachers — Race 
Mixing — all multi-racial teaching. 

For the politicising white football 
hooligans racially — all White discos 
— an all White Britain. 


Join the Young National 
Socialist Corps! 


WE ARE THE TEEN-AGE DIVISION OF THE WHITE POWER 
MOVEMENT. WE ARE NATIONAL BECAUSE WE LOVE OUR 
AMERICAN NATION. WE ARE SOCIALIST BECAUSE WE LOVE 
OUR WHITE SOCIETY. Y.N.S.C. MEMBERS RECEIVE FREE 

: ARMBANDS, T-SHIRTS AND MEMBERSHIP CARD. EVERY Y.N. 
aaS.C. MEMBER MUST PASS OUT LEAFLETS, PUT UP STICK- 
ERS AND RECRUIT OTHER WHITE YOUTH INTO THE CORPS. 


Y.N.S.C. MEMBERS ARE IN THE STREETS, FIGHTING THE 
INIGG ERS AND SAVING OUR WHITE NEIGHBORHOODS FROM 
"BEING TAKEN OVER BY BLACK TERROR.Y.N.S.C. MEMBERS 
) ARE THEMSELVES CLEAN, STRONG AND PROUD. THEY 
KNOW THAT A YOUNG MAN OR WOMAN WHO TAKES DRUGS 
IS EASY PREY FOR THE NIGGERS. IF THE OLDER GEN- 


ER ATION 


IS TOO WEAK TO FIGHT, THEN WE MUST BE 


’.'STRONG ENOUGH TO CARRY ON FOR AN ALL-WHITE AMER- 
uICA IN OUR TIME! 





VATICAN AND JEWS 

W. F. STROJIE ROUTE 2 
BOX 111-A 

SHERIDAN, OREGON 97378 


CROSS & THE FLAG 
P.0. BOX 27895 
LoSANGELES, CALIF. 90027 


CHRISTIAN VANGUARD 
P.0. BOX 426 
METAIRIE, LA. 70004 


COUNCILOR 
1827 TEXAS AVENUE 
SHREVEPORT, LA, 71103 


UNITED KLANS 
P.0. BOX 2369 
TUSCALOOSA, AL. 35401 


ATTACK NEWSPAPER 
P.0. BOX 3535 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20007 


NATIONAL CHRISTIAN NEWS 
P.O. BOX 1739 
QOCALA, =LORIDA 32670 


THUNDERBOLT 
P.O. BOX 173 
WILLOW SPRINGS, IL. 60480 


REPLICA 

AV. LAS AMERICAS 
132 GUADALAJARA 
JALISCO, MEXICO 


ENGLISH OR SPANISH 


YOUR HERITAGE 
P..0. BOX 81466 
SAN DIEGO, CAL 92138 


POLISH FREEDOM FIGHTERS 
18 BOARDMAN STREET 
SALEM, MASS, 01970 


AMERICA'S PROMISE RADIO 
P.O. BOX 5334 
PHOENIX, ARIZONA 89010 
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KU KLUX KLAN 
P.O. BOX 812 
MIDLOTHIAN, IL, 60445 


WESTERN GUARD PARTY 
P.O. BOX 544 STATION A 
SCARBOROUGH, ONTARIO 
CANADA MIK SC 4 


P.O. BOX 1306 


AMERICAN MERCURY s 
TORRANCE, CAL, 90505 €) 


NATIONAL CHRONICALE 
P.0, BOX NC 
HAYDEN LAKE, 1D, 83835 


LIBERTY BELL PUBLICATIONS 
REEDY WEST VIRGINIA 25270 


TORCH 
BASS, ARKANSAS 72612 


FRANZ PFEIFFER 
AGREGADO ESPECIAL 88 % 
CORREO 21 


SANTIAGO, CHILE () 
SOURCES 
762 AVENUE ‘N’ SLE, - 


WINTER HAVEN, FL. 33880 


NATIONAL RENAISSANCE 
P.0, BOX 10 
NEW YORK, N.Y, 10024 


OBSERVER 
P.O. BOX 2401 
PRETORIA, SOUTH AFRICA 


VIKING VOICE FOR PRISONER 
P.O, BOX 45126 
BATON ROUGE, LA 70895 


NATIONAL SOCIALIST PARTY 
2519 WEST 71st STREET 
CHICAGO, IL 60650 





. on NF-NAZI-KKK Connections 


‘b humo He fu an 2 Ay 
E PROTOCOL 


Dallas Rabbis Killed Pres. J. Kennedy! Communism is 


Watergate Rahbis Are Prossuring Nixon! For World Conquest Jewish tool of 


Enslavement. 
Synagog Is Embassy Of Hell! 


1956 US. FOREVER 
LOVE AMERICA CONFIDENTIAL NOTICE TO ALL JEWS UN. never! 


_....0R LEAVE IT! (ORTHODOX, REFORM, NON-RELIGIOUS, AND “CHRISTIAN”) 


ol mecleu s 


We are about to reach our goal. World War Il furthered our plans greatly. We succeeded in having many millions 
of Christians kill each other and returning other millions in such condition that they can do us no harm. 


There remains little to be done to complete our control of the stupid Goyim. SHOULD THE ZIONIST BE 
RELEGATED TO ‘PALESTINE’ 
JEWS IN AMERICA -- These are your final instructions prior to take-over: 
Continue to enlarge our control over radio, TV, newspapers, movies and magazines. 


Educate our sons and crowd the Gentiles out of the practice of law, medicine, phar- 
macy, and all the retail trades. 


/ 


Make their Schools and Colleges trainings camps of our Red revolution. 
Bring ridicule upon their Christian faith, divide their people, weaken their churches. 


Cemoralize their women and children. 


. are Fuerers (leaders) 


Corrupt their courts and bring them into contempt. 


Phone: 312 - 927-2352 


Turn class against class. The Negro against the White. 


Buy politicians and continue to corrupt their local, state and national governments. 
























“GET” the Fascist anti-Semites, one way or another. 
NATIONAL SOCIALISTISKE UNGDOM 
P.O. BOX 449 DK-8100 

ARHUSC, DENMARK 


DANISH OR GERMAN 


Use willing tools like Truman, Eisenhower, Stevenson, and Warren; they will do 
our bidding. 


Plan unlimited immigration of our persecuted people without restriction, 


The White people and the Negroes should 


not fight against each other, but they should unite in the fight 


against the rabbis. 


Continue our control of their money through the Federal Reserve System. 


CEDADE APARTADO DE CORREOS 
14.010 BARCELONA, SPAIN 


Continue to place Jews in key positions in government, army and navy. 


Joseph Dilys, 3607 S$. Union Ave., Chicago, Ill. 60609 


Kennedy 


We must destroy the Republic and replace it with a Democracy (Jewish-governed 


Rosenbaum, 16 S. Clark, Chicago, Illinois 60603, Ph. FI 6-7370, 
rabbi S. Burr Yampol, 6159 N. Kenmore, Chicago, Ill. 60626, 


| repeatedly stated and proved in court, that rabbi Irv J. 
Ph. SH 3-7659, rabbi Jacob J. Weinstein, 950 E. 50th Street, 


Chicago, Ill. 60615, Ph. KE 8-3300 . . 


of Communism in U.S.A. 
Dallas rabbis, maybe rabbi Levi Olan, lead communists to kit! 


——— state Socialism.) 
SPEARHEAD 3 age oe Continue our contro! over labor, agitate unrest, strikes and violence by any means 3 
31 CONNAUGH ROAD B or schemes. =z 
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Especially through these methods shall we plunge this country into destitution, demoralization, bankruptcy, and 
civil war, further lessining the numbers of our enemies. 


The Bolshevik Revolution made us masters of Russia. Remember bloody rabbi : 
The last war made us rulers of all Europe except Spain. ADLER in Detroit! 


VERITAS — VATICAN’S 

JEWISH - CATHOLIC COMMITTEE 
P.O. BOX 1605 

LOUISVILLE, KY. 40201 


UNS 


Let the next war make us MASTERS OF AMERICA. 


For the preservation of our race, you are warned to renounce, abjure, repudiate and deny any of this informa- 
tion if questioned by Gentiles, even under oath, as directed by the Telmud. 
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EOPLES PARTY 
2842 SO. CENTRAL AVE. 
CICERO, IL. 60650 


NATIONAL SOCIALIST WHITE 


It is needless to caution you of the terrible consequences that might follow if these instructions should fall into 
Goyim hands — THE CENTRAL CONFERENCE OF AMERICAN RABBIS. Is this a "forgery"? I Dilys 


Read the "Protocols Of Zion"! 
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NSTAURATION 
‘FOR OX STUDENTS) 
CAPE CANAVERAL, FL. 32920 
BRITISH PATRIOT PUBLICATION | 
_ OF 3 FRIARS CLOSE 
BEBINGTON MERSEYSIDE fi 
GREAT BRITAIN L63 3 HY 
pa i 
ARAB NEWS PAPER 
BINLADIN BUILDING 
MADENA ROAD P.O. BOX 4556 


JEDDAH - SAUDI ARABIA 
WRITTEN IN ENGLISH) 


EXTREMISM IN THE DEFENSE Reprinted by Joseph Dilys 


OF LIBERTY IS NO VICE. REVEALED TO AND CIRCULATED BY twice shot by the Communist 
MODERATION IN THE PURSUIT Jews Lithuanian Partisan. 3607 


OF JUSTICE 1S NO VIRTUE. Patrick Henry Briga de fret Higa eens Chicago 


aan aay eee agpelies hing ‘ah Death Please, multiply this list and 


tha . ‘tp forward it to others! 
be that they ft to with what Communism Is Rabbinic Pires Gry 


Rabbis Killed Kennedy to be extremely RIGHT 
JEWS KILLED CHRIST _ than extremely WRONG 
“1 When living in Lithuania, my perents and I were always friendly with jews, 
) and during WWII, when Hibler Killed jews, we helped them at the risk of 
our lives. Since then I discovered the rabbis and wealthy jews are the 
a: real leaders of Communism, they have shot me 2 times, trying to kill me 
B 13 different times. Since 1962, in Chicago I have been arrested 9 times, 
\ and harrassed many timés because I distribute true patriotic literature. 
Lo If I had financial help, I could do much more in this life and death 
*S struggle against the International jewish communist Conspiracy. A small 
J3 donation will help. 
Reprint any of my literature and distribute, for the survival of free- 
~s dom in the United States, the World!!! J. Dilys 5 AMERICA 


COMMUNISM _S21S JEWISH BACK TO GOD! 


Please reproduce this and translate in other languages! 
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PASTOR ROBERT E. MILES 
FEDERAL PRISON 87917-132 
P.O. BOX 1000 

MARION, IL 62952 
NATIONAL ALLIANCE TO KEEP 

AND BEAR ARMS 
P.0. BOX 71 
NORBORNE, MO 64668 


The U.S. Ship Liberty June 8, 1967 


Remember The 105 Americans 


Massacred By Israel Aboard 








LOCAL PRESS 
AND THE LABOUR PARTY 
BROADCAST 


It is a sign of the present political 
climate that a party political 
broadcast attacking fascism should 
raise a hue and cry. No longer does 
it appear self-evidently desirable to 
attack fascism. For this reason the 
various reactions to the Labour 
Party programme on the National 
Front are interesting in themselves. 
More importantly they show current 
attitudes towards the Front and the 
degree of willingness to combat 
fascism. 

All this is illustrated by looking 
at the reactions of local newspapers 
to the broadcast. The local press is, 
as a whole, fairly right-wing, and 
consequently it is no surprise that 
the weight of opinion was against 
the programme. There were, how- 
ever, some notable exceptions. 

Some of the reactions hardly 
bear serious examination and serve 
only to show the disgracefully low 
standard of certain local news- 
papers. For instance The Hudders- 
field Examiner adopted a pose of 
lofty disdain. The only comment 
the leader writer deigned to make 
-was: “‘As for the crashingly clumsy 
(kind words in the circumstances) 
editorial judgment behind the pro- 
gramme, perhaps the least. said 
the better’’. 

Not all readers of The Hudders- 
field Examiner, it is to be hoped, 
are satisfied with this level of 
comment. Many might reasonably 
feel that the issues are not so 
obvious, and anyway the editor 
might have troubled himself to give 
reasons for his prejudices. 


Side Issues 

Luckily not all the adverse 
reaction to the broadcast was on 
the level of The Huddersfield 
- Examiner. Other papers at least 
offered reasons for criticising the 
Labour Party. Some, it is true, 
concentrated on what essentially 
are side-issues: for instance, whether 
participants should have been in- 
formed about the nature of the 
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programme, or whether the Re- 
habilitation of Offenders Act should 
be repealed following the BBC’s 
timorous and unnecessary censoring 
of the original broadcast. 

However, these issues are not 
the main ones. The broadcast had 
made a considerable impact and 
caused much comment before these 
particular issues had been raised. 
The central question was whether 
or not the Labour Party should 
have devoted a whole party political 
broadcast to attacking the National 
Front. 

Broadly speaking comments in 
the local press against the broadcast 
were of two types. There were 
objections to the tone of the 
broadcast and objections against 
doing anything which could bring 
attention to the Front. 


Factual 

Regular readers of Searchlight 
might be surprised that there could 
be anything objectionable in the 
tone of the broadcast. In the 
main the programme was factual, 
making the all-too-obvious con- 
nections between the National 
Front and classic fascism. 

But even this was too much for 
some. The Yorkshire Post on 
December 9 derided those who see 
the National Front as a ‘fascist 
threat’. The paper went on to 
attack the broadcast for comparing 
the National Front with fascism in 
the 1930’s: 

“To see the midget bigots of the 
National Front being seriously com- 
pared with Hitler and Mussolini is 
funny rather than frightening . . . This 
broadcast has shown Labour’s strategic 
thinkers to be muddled to the point of 
ineptitude. They seem to think that by 
portraying a sad bunch of malcontents 
as if they were comparable with the 
military threat of the 1930s, they are 
going to reduce their stature in the 
eyes of London football supporters’’. 


Three days later the paper 
returned to the same theme. This 
time The Yorkshire Post specifically 
objected to the Nazi concentration 


camp film sequences used in the 
broadcast. The paper thundered: 

“It is obscene that cheapjack politicians 

should raid these film archives and 

exploit them in order to encourage a 

few extra votes. Six million dead 

deserve a better memorial than to end 
up as a gimmick in a party political 
broadcast’’. 

Fascist Party 

Incredibly The Yorkshire Post 
seems unaware that the National 
Front is not merely like a fascist 
party, but actually is a fascist party. 
Their leaders are attempting to 
following in the footsteps of Hitler 
and Mussolini. It is worrying that 
young people may be attracted to 
the National Front and by unaware 
of the nature of fascism; they 
may not know how the doctrines 
of fascism led directly to the 
extermination camps of Auschwitz 
and Dachau. 

However this is not half so 
worring as the attitude of The 
Yorkshire Post. This paper seems 
to think it ‘obscene’ to point out 
that today’s fascism is the same as 
the fascism which led to the death 
camps. 


Political Politeness 

This attitude seems to be a 
rather odd one. It is only really 
comprehensible if it is also believed 
that the National Front isn’t really 
a fascist party. The Yorkshire Post 
seems -to be implying that the 
Labour Party have broken the rules 
of political politeness by accusing 
political opponents of being ‘fascist’. 
From this perspective, then, just 
calling the NF fascist is sufficient to 


be judged by The Yorkshire Post as 
alternatively funny or obscene. 

The remarks of The Yorkshire 
Post give the lie to another argument 
used against the broadcast. The 
Colchester Evening Gazette, for 
instance, took the view that the 
broadcast was totally unnecessary. 
In a leading article, which combined 
appalling grammar with muddle- 
headedness, the Gazette argued that 


there was no need for such a 
programme because “‘the position 
and aims of the National Front is 
well understood by the electorate”’. 
Not so, if the electorate believes all 
it reads in The Yorkshire Post. 
Counter-Productive 

This leads to the second sort of 
argument used against the broad- 
cast. A number of papers suggested 
that the National Front should be 
ignored and that programmes like 
the Labour Party broadcast are 
counterproductive, because they 
provide unnecessary publicity for 
the Front. 

This is a much more serious 
argument. However, it can take 
ludicrous forms. For instance, The 
Bournemouth Echo showed .an 
original sense of logic. It suggested 
that the programme would rebound 
in its effect because ‘common 
fairness now demands that the 
National Front should be given the 
right to reply”. 


Confrontation 

Putting aside inanities like this, 
there are nevertheless some im- 
portant points to consider. For 
example The South London Press 
made the case that the National 
Front thrives in situations of 
confrontation. Illustrating from its 
own area, the paper argued that con- 
flict in Lewisham has strengthened 
the Front, whereas an attitude of 
moderation in Brixton has curtailed 
National Front activity. In con- 
clusion the paper warned of “the 
dangers of over-kill’’, and advocated 
a “cool attitude’. In its opinion the 
Labour broadcast was not cool. 

Although there are certainly times 
when confrontation, especially vio- 
lent confrontation, may be tactically 
counterproductive, the question is 
whether it is worth answering and 
countering the propaganda of the 
National Front. Here the noise is 
either to ignore National Front 
propaganda or to tackle it head on, 
as the Labour broadcast attempted 
to do. In terms of propaganda there 
‘can be no half measures: the 
National Front message is not 
to be partially refuted or slightly 
attacked. 

The South London Press would 
seem to be implying that the 
Labour Party should have left 
well alone. This line is clearly 
spelled out by the Oldham Evening 
Chronicle: “All this publicity is 


what the NF wants. We would do 


far better to ignore them’’. 


Labour Voters 

Unfortunately for the Evening 
Chronicle, the same leading article 
shows up the weakness of the 
argument. Whilst advocating a policy 
of ignoring the Front, the Evening 
Chronicle also asserts that 


“Nobody can deny that even a small 
party can wield considerable power, if 
it captures the imagination of the right 
element in society at the right moment. 
Hitler proved that beyond all doubt. 

So, small as it is, the NF is dangerous 

. . . The people the NF are recruiting 

are not, by and large, the better-off 

members of society, but the down- 
trodden poor, the very working-class 
folk who have always been grass-roots 

Labour voters’”’. 

The surprise is that the writer 
does not proceed to the logical 
conclusion from this and applaud 
the Labour Party for warning their 
traditional voters of the dangers of 
the Front. If the NF is dangerous, 
as the paper admits, then surely it is 
folly in the extreme to suppose that 
danger will disappear if one only 
looks the other way. 

The fact is that the press and 
television have until now not 
counted the National Front. Despite 
being generally ignored by the mass 
media, the National Front has 
grown steadily throughout its ten 
years in existence. To be blunt, the 
policy of turning a blind eye has 
not succeeded. The fascists have 
not vanished through want of 
publicity. 

Hatred and Fear 

The Journal, a Newcastle paper, 
deserves credit for recognising this. 
It talked of the temptation faced 
by newspapers and broadcasters to 
ignore the National Front and “‘to 
consider it beneath being taken at 
all seriously and to imagine that if 
it is simply ignored it will just go 
away. 

“Millions of people in Britain 
today do not realise that this 
attitude helped the Nazis — who 
like the NF today, drew their 
strength from the hatred and fear 
of internal minorities and neigh- 
bouring countries’. 

Making no bones about the NF’s 
fascism, The Journal declared on 
December 9 that “although the 
Front is learning to put forward an 
acceptable face, it does have the 
ideology of pre-war Nazism in its 


blood. The ‘nasties’, who exploited 
unemployment and Germany’s 
undermined national pride, are 
among its true ancestors”. 


Television 5 

The issue of countering National 
Front propaganda is especially 
pressing in relation to television 
party political broadcasts. At the 
next General Election is seems that 
the National Front will qualify 
for their own broadcasts. Then the 
fascist message will be transmitted 
to every television and radio set in 
the country at peak audience times. 
This is itself a chilling thought and 
one that cannot be ignored. 

The Labour Party has made a 
start in countering such nationwide 
propaganda from the Front. Those 
who think that the Labour broad- 
cast might itself help fascism, or 
might be just another electoral 
gimmick, should examine their own 
stance. Is the desire to oppose 
fascism a major consideration of 
those papers who expressed outrage 
at the Labour broadcast, but rarely 
raise. a whimper when the National 
front leaders are invited to appear 
on television? Has there been 
the same outcry against Ludovic 
Kennedy’s so-called ‘interview’ with 
Martin Webster on BBC recently © 
(see elsewhere this issue)? 


Encouragement 


No, of course not. More rumpus 
has been caused by an anti-fascist 
broadcast, than by a fascist broad- 
cast. This speaks volumes about 
the readiness of certain sections of 
the Establishment to counter the 
growing danger of fascism in Britain. 

However, local papers such as 
The Journal provide encouragement 
for anti-fascists. Similarly one can 
only wish that more would follow 
the lead of John Blunt in the 
Yorkshire Evening Press. In an 
article entitled ‘How best to counter 
the voice of fascism?’, Blunt gives 
publicity to the work of the local 
anti-Fascist Committee. His con- 
clusion is well. worth repeating 
to all those of his journalistic 
colleagues, who have shied away 
from taking a clearly defined stance 
against the Front. 


“At all events, the NF’s policies on 
race and immigration can only serve to 
increase racial tension and promote 
racial conflict. For this reason, their 
propaganda must be opposed anda 
answered”. 
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WHAT 


PAPERS SAY 


I may speak of my own experience for 





National Front Chairman John 
Tyndall’s speech to the NF AGM 
is reprinted in full in the November 
issue of Spearhead. The speech 
confirms that trend of the NF’s 
propaganda towards a much more 
obviously authoritarian and Ger- 
manic style. 

Backed (a photograph informs 
us) by a crude caricature of St. 
George on a horse, Tyndall’s speech 
consisted of an attack on par- 
liamentary institutions; a summary 
of his own political ‘awakening’; 
and an attempt to rehabilitate the 
Nazi organisations of which he was 
a member. 

Apart from one or two guarded 
references to “lies about the last 
war’, there is little openly pro-Nazi 
content. There is however a clear 
anti-democratic implication in a 
passage like this: 


“Behind all the farce of elections, all 
the farce of voting, all the farce of 
parliament and its debates, you have a 
system and a power-structure ... You 
tear the mask off liberal democracy — 
the party system, with all its sancti- 
monious talk about ‘freedom’ and 
‘rights’ — and what do you get? A 
racket, a racket devised to maintain 
the old party machines in power for 
eternity.” 


Less oblique is this, which 
implies an opposition to the whole 
idea of party politics: 


“These people and their party political 
system — and the whole rag-bag of 
institutions that go with them — these 
people today are like the dissolute heir 
to a great estate.” 


Tyndall does not specify what 
new system he proposes in any 
specific way. However, in the 
later, and even more melodramatic, 
section of the speech, he gives a 
strong indication in terms of the 
. messianic (and, for anyone who 
has read Mein Kampf, the familiar) 
tone that the NF may increasingly 
adopt: 


“In every one of us here today this 
great movement has been born in some 
deeply moving personal experience. If 
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THEIF 


a moment, let me recall the time 
when, as a young serviceman, just 
enlisted, I stood on a cold barrack 
square back in the 1950s. It was a 
passing out parade and a fine band was 
playing martial airs. On the mast at the 
side flew the national flag and to me 
the whole atmosphere came alive with 
history and tradition. 

“It seems as if before me were 
marching across the sky the great 
regiments that had carried the glory 
of British arms across the battlefields 
of the world, across the continents of 
the world. There was a feeling of 
heroism and of empire, and I felt 
conscious at that moment of being a 
part — perhaps just a very small part — 
of a tradition that had to be carried 
on, of a British destiny, and of the 
feeling that all the lives of my country- 
men, including my own, were only 
worth something if we contributed, 
in large or small measure, to this 
destiny.” 


Readers will recognise, even 
more when Tyndall refers to “the 
furtherance of nation, race and 
destiny”, and “blood, pride and 
achievement”, the pattern of the 
man and his realisation of his own 
personal “‘destiny”, the principle of 
the Leader as embodying through 
his own vision the will of the Race. 
Tyndall’s account of his own 
conversion on the parade ground 
has more than a few echoes of the 
sad little German corporal’s account 
of his converions to the idea that he 
was born to take over the world. 

Tyndall then goes on to a more 
prosaic purpose. Having left the 
army, he informs us, he had The 
Idea. “What formed in my mind”, 
he writes, “was not yet called the 
National Front in name — but it 
amounted to the National Front 
in concept”’. 

Tyndall’s memory is correct, 
for the organisation he became 
involved with shortly after leaving 
the army was, indeed, not called 
the National Front. It was called 
the National Socialist Movement 
and its slogans were “Free Britain 
from Jewish Control” and ‘‘Hitler 
was Right”. 

Tyndall’s project here was to 


convince his followers that the old 
Nazi organisations he was involved 
with were legitimate forerunners of 
the National Front. In doing so, he 
helpfully informs us that, in his 
view, the British Nazi Movement 
‘‘amounted to the National Front 
in concept”’. 

Notice, there is nothing here 
about youthful indiscretions and 
changed views. Tyndall is saying 
that the Nazi Movement was ‘‘the 
early foundations on which we 
march forward now’’. 

Which tells us all we need to 
know about the direction the Front 
is going, and the ghastly destination 
they would reach if they were ever 
allowed to arrive. 


* * * 


Tyndall’s rhetorical attempt to 
rehabilitate his own Nazi past is 
complemented by others in Spear- 
head who seek to do the same job 
for the older (and deader) Fuhrer. 
Hal Thompson, who is trying to 
found a Canadian National Front, 
continues the campaign to attack 
Britain’s involvement in the war. 
Speaking of “Germanys apparently 
curious offer to guarantee the 
British Empire’, Thompson claims 
that “‘a new situation had arisen 
where a blow against the Empire 
was simultaneously a blow against 
Germany and visa versa. Therefore 
Germany and the Empire were 
mutually dependent on each other”. 
Thompson continues: 


“Yet Churchill, with his compulsion to 
to follow the wrong course, to always 
be at sea about everything, was already 
warning of the military might of 
Germany.” 


Similarly, an editorial contains 
covert praise for the Third Reich. 
Referring to the idea that the 
Baader-Meinhof gang were the 
“legacy of Hitler’, editor Richard 
Verrall writes: “It is indeed far 
more likely that it is the product of 
exactly the opposite’”’. 

Later he says, in oblique but 
hardly inpenetrable praise of the 
Waffen SS: “‘It is to the spectacular 
defeat of terrorism that we must 
look if we are to find evidence of 
the legacy of martial Germany. 
The brilliant rescue operation at 
Mogadishu by crack German com- 
mandos was precisely the product 
of those military virtues now so 
universally ridiculed in Western 


society, and of which the Germans 
in particular are made to feel 
eternally ashamed’’. 


* * * 


Two other matters of interest in the 
November Spearhead. The first is 
an amusing irony. On page 13 there 
is an article by Philip Gannaway 
about “Britain’s slide to anarchy” 
which complains about ‘“‘the rising 
number of murders, brutal sex 
attacks, vicious muggings, and horri- 
fying assaults’. 

Which is all very fine, until one 
turns back to page five, and finds 
the following paragraph, with its 
clear if covert support for racist 
violence: 


“The ‘multi-racial concept’ in France 
seems to be working as badly there as 
it is here, with little sign that the new 
generation of young Frenchmen are 
taking to the idea with enthusiasm. 
Following the recent announcement 
of plans to repatriate France’s Algerian 
population, a court in Metz sentenced 
four youths aged 18 to 21 toa year in 
jail after the admitted assaulting at 
least 15 ‘North African types’ in July. 
After sentencing, one of the youths 
told the judge: ‘I’m a racist. I admit 
it. And it’s possible I'll start again 
when I get out of jail’.” 


The other interesting little juxta- 
position begins on page 12, where 
Richard Verrall has another go at 
the National Association for Free- 
dom and its ideas that the NF are 
socialists (en route, there is one 
of the frequent and increasingly 
hysterical attacks on the magazine 
you are now reading, whose largely 
provincial but eminently civilised 
staff are described as a “crew of 
cosmopolitan vulgarians’’). 

Turn over two pages, and we find 
Verrall’s point of view (about the 
NF — not us) amply confirmed. 
The NF are indeed not socialists. 
How could they be? They support 
White Rhodesians, here described as 
‘“‘individualists and capitalist”, who 
believe that ‘“‘a man should be able 
to get ahead by his own efforts’’. 
Even more, we are told, the welfare 
state is “disastrous in the long term 
for the nation that allows such 
folly to be practised’. 

Thank you, Noel A. Hunt. Once 
again, conclusive proof that, in 
thinking the NF is socialist, the 
NAFF’s naff. Nuff said? 


* * * 


Those scientists who propagate the 
view that blacks are inherently and 
genetically inferior: be warned. 
You are giving succour and support 
to those whose racialism is far from 
academic. Not just the National 
Front — though the latest (Decem- 
ber) edition of National Front 
News runs a piece praising race- 
scientist Sir Andrew Huxley, in- 
terpreting his recently-expressed 
opinions as “‘a clear reference to 
multi-racial societies”, and throwing 
in a quote from Hans Eysenck as 
well. No, the Klansman, American 
paper of the Ku Klux Klan, also 
gives prominence to the views of 
what it calls “‘racist psychologists”, 
in this case Eysenck again plus 
Arthur Jensen. For the Klan, of 
course, ‘‘Racist’’ is a compliment. 
Heroes are not the only thing the 
Klan have in common with the 
Front. They also share the fact that 
they operate in Britain. The same 
issue of the Klansman (November) 
reveals that the (would you believe 
it?) ““Kleagle of Great Britain, who 
must remain anonymous, is still 
experiencing a rapid growth in this 


country”. The article also reveals’ 


that the Imperial Wizard, Bill 
Wilkinson, is planning to visit 
Britain to ‘“‘inspect the British 
Klansmen”’. 

Luckily, of cours2, he won’t get 
in. Home Secretary Merlyn Rees is, 
as his expulsion of Agee and 
Hosenball proves, utterly opposed 
to the presence of sinister sub- 
versives on British soil. Watch 
this space. 


* * * 


The Klan is not the only American 
organisation to be extending its 
bloody tentacles into Britain (Wizard 
Wilkinson in his letter to prospective 
British Klansmen says “‘we do not 
wish to offset the very valuable work 
of existing nationalist organisations 
in Great Britain” — guess who). 
Another openly-Nazi organisation, 
that is certainly trying to set 
up in Britain is the White Power 
Movement. 

The WPM has produced posters 
advertising itself, on which the 
union jack is printed with a swastika 
at its centre. It is explained that 
this is a deliberate act: “Because 
the message of Swastika is not 
sneaky. It means White Power!” 


The issue of White Power Report 


(October 1977) in, which this 
intelligence appears states that 
“National Socialism is Nature’s 


Way” and “we need to dump the 
Jews who defile us”. 


* * * 


Further connections: first with the 
National States Rights Party, leader 
Dr Edward Fields, paper the 
Thunderbolt, politics openly Nazi 
(the front page of the about-to-be- 
referred to, September 1977, edition 
of Thunderbolt reveals that both 
Starsky and Hutch are Jewish). 

We knew that Fields and the 
Front got pretty close on his visit 
earlier this year, but didn’t realise 
that their love-ins were captured on 
cellulloid. Thunderbolt informs us 
of a film, ‘‘made while we were on 
tour addressing National Front 
meetings in England’’. This film, 
we're told, “includes a half hour 
interview we filmed with John 
Tyndall, the dynamic leader of the 
National Front. This is perhaps the 
largest and most successful White 
Nationalist organisation in the 
world at this time’’. 

Some people in the National 
Front still deny they’re Nazis. 
One sometimes wonders why they 
bother. 


One wonders even more when one 
sees the October 1977 issue of 
Christian Vanguard, the even more 
obscenely Nazi paper of the 
American New Christian Crusade 
Church (they were the ones who 
ran a “Julius Streicher Memorial 
Edition” in praise of the Nazi 
Jew-baiter in February 1976). For, 
on the back page, bang next to an 
ad for cassettes of “songs and 
marches of the Hitler Youth”, is 
another ad that reads as follows: 


“Publication Special. CANDOUR. One 
of the best patriotic publications 
from England. Founded by the late 
A.K. Chesterton. Chesterton wrote 
numerous booklets on the Jewish 
problem, race and economics and at 
one time was a leader in the British 
Union of Fascists and founder of the 
League of Empire Loyalists’. 


A.K. Chesterton was also founder 
of the National Front. He left in 
1971 because he feared the party 
was becoming too extreme. 
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Two important questions are raised 
by the extraordinary aquittal of 
John Kingsley Read for incitement 
to racial hatred. The first is the 
efficacy of the law itself in com- 
batting racism; the second, more 
directly, is the problem of judges 
whose views may prevent them 
from implementing the law as 
it stands. 

The facts are simply stated. Read 
was charged with incitement. to 
racial hatred under the terms of the 
old (1965) Race Relations Act 
(under which the prosecution has 
to prove intent to incite; the new 
1976 Act can convict if the words 
ysed have the effect of inciting). 
What Read has done was to refer 
to black people as “‘niggers, wogs 
and coons’’ in an East End speech 
at a time of considerable racial 
tension; and to comment on the 
murder of a young Asian in Southall 
with the phrase “one down a 
million to go”. Read claimed — 
incorrectly — that the Asian was 
killed by another Asian. It was in 
fact a racial murder, and Read’s 
remark can only be interpreted 
as advocating similar attacks on 
Asians. 

McKinnon, however, interpreted 
his remark as being no more than 
an argument against immigration. 
His summing up in the case was 
an extraordinary compound of 
ignorance and prejudice, and is 
worth repeating: 

‘We cannot’, he said, “‘accom- 
modate unlimited numbers of immi- 
grants coming into this country, 
but it is not something to be 
ashamed of’. (In fact, of course, 
there has been a limit on immi- 
gration to this country since 1962). 

“They obviously are not coming 
because they dislike us’’, he went 
on. ‘““They come here because they 
must have thought that they would 
get a square deal from the English- 
man’. (In fact, large-scale immi- 
‘ gration to Britain in 1950s resulted 
from a labour shortage and advertise- 
ments of job opportunities in the 
post-colonial countries). 

“In this country we find people 
who are opposed to the influx of 
immigrants or further immigrants 
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Judge Mckinnon and Kingsley Read 


and it is claimed that jobs will be 
lost. Goodness knows, we have 
one-and-a-half million unemployed 
already and all immigrants are going 
to do is occupy jobs that are 
needed by the local population”’. 
(Two points here: first, of course, 
Read does not just advocate an end 
to immigration, which has more or 
less ended anyway; he advocates 
compulsory repatriation of all 
blacks, whether they’re immigrants 
or not. Second, it is economic 
nonsense to say that by reducing 
the population you reduce un- 
employment automatically. If we 
had a million and a half less people, 
we would have a million and a half 
less consumers to buy the goods 
that the employed produce so 
unemployment would remain the 
same). 

“Homes are scarce. It is said that 
immigrants will occupy homes 
which are needed by ordinary 
English folk in this country”. 
(Again, there is no ‘‘will’’ about it. 
Immigration has virtually ceased 
and that’s not Read’s point anyway. 
Second, the worst housing in 
Britain is in Glasgow, with hardly 
any blacks). 

“These are matters upon which 
people are entitled to hold and to 
declare strong views expressed in 
moderate terms’’. (First, as stated 
above, Read’s relevant opinions in 
this case are not to do with stopping 
immigration, but with starting 
deportation; second, if ‘one down 
a million to go” is moderate, then 
what is extreme?). 

“It has been suggested that the 
phrase ‘‘one down and a million to 
go” was an insult to the dead Asian 
youth. It is not an offence to insult 
the dead unless it is by desecrating 
a grave’. (It may well have “‘been 
suggested”” that Gurdip Singh 
Chagger was insulted; that is not 
the point. Read was charged that 
the statement he made was likely 
to incite people to violence against 
other, living Asians. The judge’s 
point is in itself, of course, deeply 
insulting; it is also irrelevant). 

“Read is obviously a man who 
has had the guts to stand in public 
for the things he believes in”. After 


the jury had aquitted Read, the 
judge said: “‘By all means propagate’ 
the view you hold, I wish you well’. 

The judge displayed a lamentable 
ignorance of Read’s actual views 
on immigration, as demonstrated 
above: it is possible (giving him 
the benefit of the doubt, a generous 
act under the circumstances) that 
he was unaware of the.other views 
and activities of the man he wished 
well. It is perhaps worth reminding 
our readers of one or two facts 
about “‘gutsy”’ John Kingsley Read: 





John Kingsley Read, former chair- 
man of the National Front and then 
of the breakaway National Party 
has had close relations with the 
German neo-Nazi NPD and was 
invited to speak at their rally in 
Hamburg 1976. His name was at 
the top of their leaflet advertising 
the rally.' The National Party which 
he still claims to lead (although it 
is almost extinct) has been in touch 
with organisations in the USA 
connected with the Ku Klux Klan.” 

The following are just a few of 
the comments of John Kinglsey 
Read: 


“Tam proud of being a racialist and 
imperialist” (Hackney Gazette Oct. 
8th 1974). 


“If the National Front comes to power 
we will whip juvenile delinquents till 
the skin comes off their backs” 
(Hackney Gazette 8-10-74). 





1. See page 12 Searchlight No.28. 
2. See page 6 Searchlight No.24. 


“We intend to suppress any group 
which forbids free speech and the 
expression of opinion’? Lancashire 
Evening Telegraph 9-1-73). 

“God willing, the police will go home 
so that we can trample them under- 
foot as they deserve” (referring to an 
anti-NF picket, Hackney Gazette 8-10- 
74). 


“We are not anti-semitic; it is co- 
incidental that international finance is 
tun to such an extent by Jews... 


There is a conspiracy between com- 
munism and international finance” (in 
an interview with a Granada TV 
reporter). 

The aquittal of a known Nazi 
for making remarks that were 
demonstrably intended to stir up 
racial hatred clearly calls the law 
itself into question, and is another 
piece of evidence for the view that 
black people have no choice but 
to defend themselves against the 
racialists and Nazis. However, an 
important statement by McKinnon 
after the trial should be care- 
fully considered. On 8 January, 
McKinnon told the Sunday Times: 


“T have no regrets about my summing 
up ... This is still a free country — 
thank God — at least we were until 
this Act came in. An Englishman 
should be able to say what he likes, so 
long as he does not incite violence.” 


This statement is contradictory. 
It clearly implies that McKinnon 


disagrees with the Act (“we were 
until this Act came in’’), but it 
also, in contradiction, accepts the 
principle that people should not 
say things that incite violence. 
So McKinnon’s summing-up could 
either mean that he disagrees with 
the Law, and is deliberately flouting 
it; or that he was interpreting 


the Law (and thus setting a prece-- 


dent) in such a way that makes it 
meaningless. 

Both of these possibilities have 
sinister implications. If the first is 
true, then a Judge has got away 
with not implementing a law with 
which he disagrees. This raises 
important questions about the 
political roles of judges (and also 
about how judges like McKinnon 
treat black defendants). If the 
second possibility is correct, then 
the implication is that the Race 
Relations Act (even the new one) 
is unworkable. 

The results of future cases will 
demonstrate whether McKinnon 
was a rogue elephant (whose 
resignation should be rigorously 
demanded in any event, because of 
his remarks), or whether the 
Act itself (or any other Act) is 
insufficient to protect black people 


_ from racist agitators. 


Either way, the anti-racist and 
anti-fascist movement will be even 
less inclined to rely on laws and the 


judges who implement them after 
the mis-judgement of Judge Neil 
McKinnon, who, irony of ironies, 
is himself an immigrant from 
Australia. 

There is another matter of 
importance to be raised in con- 
nection with this trial and that is 
the ineptitude of the prosecution, 
which should not go unnoticed in 
the furore over Judge McKinnon’s 
comments. 

They completely failed to demon- 
strate that as a consequence of. 
Kingsley Read’s speech that day, 
his young racist goons went on a 
racist rampage and as a ‘result a 
person was killed (this followed the 
racist harassment of a young Asian 
who finding himself surrounded 
knifed one of his attackers and was 
sentenced to 3 years in jail for 
manslaughter last year) and several 
others were injured. People were 
even assaulted on trains on the 
Underground. There was incitement 
to racist violence. 

Because of the importance of 
this question, Searchlight will be 
running a major feature in the near 
future on the uses and abuses of the 
Laws on Race Relations, which 
will include an analysis of the 
present British Movement trial in 
Leamington, and the way in which 
the new, and theoretically tougher, 
1976 Act is working. 





WEBSTER OUTBURST AT BROMLEY 


The Labour Party’s TV attack on 
the Front really got under Martin 
Webster’s skin. He described it as 
‘the hysterical and insane ramblings 
of a party dedicated to smashing 
the Front .. . if they continued 
their smear tactics the Front would 
fight back in the same way, giving 
the murky backgrounds of many 
high ranking politicians. 

“We are going to show the 
Labour Party they have opened a 
Pandora’s box of smears.” 

Referring to his own and John 
Tyndall’s involvement in_ the 
National Socialist Movement he 
said that, “‘two years in that ‘nutty’ 
organisation had been a mistake 
they often regretted, but were 
never allowed to live down.” 

-_-Oh- Yeh! -Pull- the other ‘one 
Martin Webster. 


The road to power in the leader- 
ship of the National Front was via 
the League of Empire Loyalists led 
by Chesterton, one of Sir Oswold 
Mosley’s pre-war British Union of 
Fascists lieutenant’s and editor of 
his Blackshirt paper Action. Progress 
sing through the National Socialist 
Movement and another Nazi organi- 
sation, the Greater, Britain Move- 
ment, which was one of the founder 
organisations of the NF. 

Part of the time Webster was 


letting his hair down on the pro- 


ceeds of some money left to him in 
a will, which he used to open a 
book shop in St Albans where he 
also held poetry readings in the 
evenings until the cash ran out and 


he returned to more profitable - 


pursuits. 
But what is more important is 


that those years are not dead and 
forgotten as Webster would have 
us believe. On the contrary the old 
ideas are still very much to the fore 
as we have shown in previous issues 
and indeed on page 19 of this one. 

Let Webster speak for himself. 
In answer to a question at the 
Bromley meeting, concerning foot- 
ball hooligans he had this to say: 
“I stand by my statement that 
they should be recruited into the 
National Front, but we should aim 
to channel their energies into 
something more creative. When 
there are so many ‘Reds’ out to 
disrupt NF meetings it pays to have 
a few tough members.” 
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“Start Acting Like Nazis Instead of Playing at Nazis” 


ANGRY BRITISH MOVEMENT 
LEADER THREATENS TO QUIT 


Mid December to Mid January was 
a bad month for the pro-Nazi 
British Movement. On December 12 
the News of the World ran a front 
page exposure of their activities, 
complete with photographs which 
showed a number of their members 
dressed in Nazi uniform and giving 
the Nazi salute. 

Then on January 9 two BM 
members, Mick Cole and George 
Jones, appeared at Leamington 
Magistrates Court to face charges 
under the new Race Relations Act, 
but all was not well however 
amongst the ranks of the British 
Movement and their friends. Only 
five members turned up to express 
support for their racist colleagues 
(defended by none other than 
Read-Herbert the National Front 
candidate in the Ladywood bye- 
election) whilst over 50 anti- 
fascists made clear their detestation 


of racism, much to the dismay of 


their leader Michael McLaughlin 
who had just returned to England 
after spending days in Spain at the 
invitation of CEDADE, the Spanish 
fascist movement. 

McLaughlin was particularly an- 
noyed at the poor turn out because 
of the presence of such ‘‘prominent”’ 
observers to the proceedings as 
Lady Birdwood (who stayed over- 
night at the home of her former 
protege Robert Relf) Robin Beau- 
claire, self proclaimed distributor of 
the anti-semitic pamphlet Did Six 
Million Really Die, Anthony Han- 
cocks printer of racist literature, 
Donald Pirie former member of 
the National Socialist Movement, 
National Front, National Party, and 
presently trying to resurrect the 
Racial Preservation Society. 

Robert Relf was amongst those 


demonstrators, not only in support | 


of his racist friends but also against 
McLaughlin, who, according to 
Relf, had sent him an insulting 
letter, and he responded by carrying 
a poster proclaiming: “‘Mick Cole 
doesn’t need enemies with friends 
like Michael McLaughlin”’. 

So incensed was the British 
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Movement leader by these events 
and his members ‘“‘lack of guts”’ 
that he has sent out a remarkable 
worded issues of British Tidings, 
the BM members bulletin, from 
which we reproduce extracts, in 
which he amply confirms that they 
are a pro-Nazi organisation and 
threatens to “wind up the party” 


JANUARY, 1978. 





There is more than a suggestion 
from those in the know that Mc- 
Laughlin is making several hundred 
pounds profit each month from the 
sale of racist and Nazi literature and 
tapes. He is obviously on to a good 
thing so it comes as no surprise that 
in British Tidings he talks of BP 
Publications buying him comfort. 


NUMBER 69 


YOU TALK A GOOD FIGHT ! 


Perhaps a better heading would be: 


‘OUR PARTY'S DAY OF: SHAME’, 


On January 


the 9th, two of YOUR comrades appeared at Leamington Spa Magistrates Court on 


a charge uncer the Race Relations: Act. 


Our members were given plenty of not- 


ice and urgently requested to show their support and all we saw was a massive 


retreat. Nazis indeed ! 
legions in Valhalla ? 


Do you know how many turned up ? FIVE Party Members. 


Peter Marriner, 


Do I Baas mysterteat laughing from the brownshirted 


Michael McLaughlin, 


Arthur Calland, Paul McLaughlin and Ian’ Jenkins. 


- How is it that 30-odd can turn up for‘the annual booze- up in Belgium but 
only 5. can turn up when there's a fight in the offing ? 


I warn 


you now that I have no intention of presiding over such a Party, or béing 3 
associated with it in any way unless this situation is immediately reversed. 


I am not leading a Party that- 


“teats at every sign of battle. I will fight- 


the reds, the niggers, the Jews and any other group.of people or individuals 
who threaten our principle of Britain for the British but I'll be damned if 


I'll fight apathy too. 


It's not as though our Party was small. 


Nobory would dare to make such a 


suggestion today but ,the bulk of it certainly lacks guts ane needs a sharp 


lesson in discipline 


“Current orders for distributive literature are to be cancelled. 
Current orers for administrative literature are to be cancellen. 


Current orders’ for ties and badges are to be cancelled until further notice 
and those who have™ orvered can either wait or have. their money returned. 
BRITISH TIDINGS for the forseeable future will be sent out only When the 


situation requires it. 


It is obvious that our last BRITISH TIDINGS was ignored 


so what's the point other than making the Post Office rith. 
I will not organise or attend any British Movement function anywhere. 


I shall reconsider the position depending entirely on the British Movement 
turn-out on-the dav of ‘the Crown Court hearing and if there isn‘t a great deal. 


more support and fight displayed, 
doing - putting No 1 fitst. 


then I am going to do what you have been 
“'T-am sick to death of sacrificing my all and 


putting our Party first’ - and fighting alone. 
So, for the first time in your lives, whether the British Movement lives or 


dies depends” entirely pon ’YOU - NOT ME? 


If you want us to live - then you be 


outside that Crown Court on the day and start acting like Nazis instead of 
playing a at Nazis. scandy iN “the meantime, those of you who wear Nazi regalia 
ana who _weren “tt _there yesterday, get it off and stop aping vour betters. 


I couldn't care less. 


If the B.M. folded tomorrow - theré's dtill be us 


five at the court so what's ithe difference apart from the fact that my own 
B.P. Publications would buy ‘me a bit of comfort rather than subsidising.the 


British Movement. 


If I do decide to resign on there being a poor turnout at the Crown Court 
- and I will notify each of you when and where it is, then I shall offer the 
Movement back to Mr Jordan ana, if he doesn't accept it, then I shall disband 
it ane vou'll get what vou deserve - the National Front. 


NF Boss 
Visits French 
Nazi 


Front chairman John Tyndall has 
recently been making frequent visits 
to France. His beauty treatment is 
his own business but what is of 
public interest is the people he 
meets, and on occasions travels 
back to Britain with. 

One such recent travelling com- 
panion just happened to be Francois 
Duprat who publishes a pro Nazi 
journal called Anné Zero and is also 
one of the main distributors in 
France of the anti-semitic pamphlet 
Did Six Million Really Die. 

Duprat recently came over to 
Britain with fuhrer Tyndall to visit 
certain people not unconnected 
with the printing and publishing 
business in Brighton, and stayed in 
a guest house well known for the 
literature it stores in its basement. 


Front Not 
Popular in 


Brentwood 


When the news broke last November 
in the Brentwood Gazette that local 
shopkeeper Mick Maynard aimed to 
establish a National Front branch in 
Brentwood following talks with Alf 
Harris, the Front’s East London 
organiser, there was an immediate 
hostile response. 

In fact there was so much anger 
at the news that Peter Lewis who 
bought Maynard’s grocery shop 
and moved in a few days after the 
announcement, had so much abuse 
from passers-by that he had to put 
a large sign making it clear that the 
shop was under new management. 

The Gazette ended a special 
feature on the reaction of local 
people and its analysis of the Front 
by referring to the ‘‘violence that 
can only be compared to the 
marching brown-shirted crowds of 
Hitler’s Germany. 

“It is always easy to draw this 
parallel between the NF and the 
Nazis. It is almost a cliche now. 

“But at times it is the only one 
to draw.” 


Danger to Race Relations 
in Walsall 


Tory Backwoodsmen try to Axe 
Community Relations Council 


Despite two reports warning of the 
consequences of cutting off the 
grant to Walsall CRC, the Tory 
Council’s Social Services Committee 
have decided to recommend slashing 
its £7,000 annual grant. 

The reports were given indepen- 
dently by the Director of Social 
Services and Jack Galloway, Walsall 
Chief Executive, but so determined 
were the council to destroy the 
work of the CRC that they even 
rejected a proposal to cut the grant 
to a mere £2,500. 

John Mastrantone, the Com- 
munity Relations Officer, accusing 
the Social Services Committee of 
blatant racialism said: “It’s hardly 
surprising that the National Front 
have made little headway in Waisall 
because there are councillors ex- 
pounding views similar to those of 
the Front. 

“We are most unhappy about 
this latest development which seems 
to be a culmination of a very active 
campaign by certain councillors 
against immigrants in Walsall using 
the CRC as the prime target.” 

Rejecting the recommendations 











of the two reports to maintain the 
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grants, Tory councillor Anthony 
Burnside commented in an inter- 
view with Wendy Hughs in the 
Birmingham Post November 30: “‘I 
don’t see racial harmony as a social 
service, nor do I see the necessity 
for a paid officer to work in com- 
munity relations. 

“IT am not in agreement with 
community relations legislation and 
I think we are now discriminating 
against White people and that isn’t 
going to help immigrants. I think 
the legislation is harmful because 
it puts immigrants on a pedestal.” 

Most of Coun. Burnside’s com- 
ments could have come straight 
from the pages of Spearhead or 
National Front News. 

In 1960-64 the name of Smeth- 
wick became synonimous with 
racism because of similar attitudes 
by a Tory council that had been 
taken over by racist elements. It 
looks as though Walsall’s back- 
woodsmen are determined to head 
in the same direction. 

This looks like a case for the 
newly launched Tory Student Cam- 
paign Against Racialism. 


6 Livery Street Birmingham 3 
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will be 
their next 
scapegoat? 
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Belsen Concentration Camp after liberation by the British, 1945 





Don't give the Front a chance! STOP THE RACIST HATE-MERCHANTS NOW! 
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iclude the following: 
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washes in white self hate. 
n all White America — 
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> Youth campaign: 


| Red teachers — Race 
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fhite Britain. 
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